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in several productions. Her love for music was
planted in her many students as a music
teacher. While in the Cleveland Public School
System, Dorothy directed numerous perform-
ances.

Dorothy Olivia Greenwood Tolliver was a life
long member of the NAACP, and the National
Council of Negro Women. Her civic activities
included the Phyllis Wheatley Association, ju-
venile justice, Project Friendship, Volunteer
Guardianship Program, Upward Bound, City
Club, and the League of Women Voters. One
of her noted prestigious movements was
opening the Neighborhood Book Shoppe, the
first book store in Ohio that featured books
about African-American history by African-
American authors, the only store of its kind
between New York City and Chicago.

After her career as a teacher ended, Doro-
thy spent her remaining years supporting her
husband’s efforts while serving on the Cleve-
land School Board and continuing his civil
rights law practice.

I ask the House of Representatives to join
me today in honoring the memory of this great
community leader and role model.
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Mrs. NAPOLITANO. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today to pay tribute to one of the Latino com-
munity’s most devout civil rights and labor
leaders. Mr. Bert Corona passed away Janu-
ary 15, 2001 in Los Angeles following a series
of recent health problems. His death was a
watershed in Latino and labor history.

Bonn on May 29, 1918 in El Paso, Texas,
Mr. Corona spent his childhood moving back
and forth between El Paso and the Mexican
city of Chihuahua. As a student at the Univer-
sity of Southern California, he became in-
volved in the labor ferment of the 1930’s. He
was elected President of Local 26 of the Inter-
national Longshoreman and Warehouse Union
where he was a close political ally of Harry
Bridges, one of labor’s most progressive lead-
ers.

During World War II, Bert served in the
United States Army Air Corps as a para-
trooper and a surgical assistant. Following the
war, Mr. Corona returned to his activist role
founding organizations that promoted the em-
powerment of Latinos and working with great
determination to end discrimination among mi-
norities. In the 1960’s he founded CASA and
Hermandad Mexican, housing and immigrants
rights organizations. Bert also helped found
the Mexican American Political Association,
one of California’s oldest Latino political orga-
nizations.

In 1993, Corona published ‘‘Memories of
Chicano History,’’ his autobiography written
with Mario T. Garcia. The book has become a
staple in Chicano and ethnic studies courses
at universities throughout the country.
Throughout his life, Bert himself taught at sev-
eral universities including Stanford and the
California State campuses of San Diego,
Northridge, Fullerton and Los Angeles.

It was Bert Corona’s vision that helped build
the foundation to pave the way for Latino ad-
vancement in our society. Many Latino leaders

of today, including myself, are the bene-
ficiaries of his pioneering efforts. His life offers
an invaluable lesson about Latino leadership
in the past and provides an inspiring guide for
future empowerment and contributions to the
American social fabric.

I extend my heartfelt sympathies to his wife
Angelina, daughter Margo De Ley, sons
David, Frank and Ernesto Corona and grand-
children Baltazar De Ley, Lisa and Clarity Co-
rona.
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Mr. SENSENBRENNER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
to introduce the Multidistrict, Multiparty,
Multiforum Trial Jurisdiction Act of 2001.

This legislation addresses two important
issues in the world of complex, multidistrict liti-
gation. Section 2 of the bill would reverse the
effects of the 1998 Supreme Court decision in
the so-called Lexecon case. It would simply
amend the multidistrict litigation statute by ex-
plicitly allowing a transferee court to retain ju-
risdiction over referred cases for trial, or refer
them to other districts, as it sees fit. In fact,
section 2 only codifies what had constituted
ongoing judicial practice for nearly 30 years
prior to the Lexecon decision.

Section 3 addresses a particular specie of
complex litigation—so-called ‘disaster’ cases,
such as those involving airline accidents. The
language set forth in my bill is a revised
version of a concept which, beginning in the
101st Congress, has been supported by the
Department of Justice, the Administrative Of-
fice of the U.S. Courts, two previous Demo-
cratic Congress, and one previous Republican
Congress. Section 3 will help to reduce litiga-
tion costs as well as the likelihood of forum
shopping in single-accident mass tort cases.
All plaintiffs in these cases will ordinarily be
situated identically, making the case for con-
solidation of their actions especially compel-
ling. These types of disasters—with their hun-
dreds of thousands of plaintiffs and numerous
defendants—have the potential to impair the
orderly administration of justice in federal
courts for an extended period of time.

Mr. Speaker, during the eleventh-hour nego-
tiations with the Senate last term, I offered to
make three changes in an effort to generate
greater support for the bill. As a show of good
faith, I incorporate those changes in the bill I
am introducing today. They consist of the fol-
lowing:

First, a plaintiff must allege at least
$150,000 in damages (up from $75,000) to file
in U.S. district court.

Second, an exception to the minimum diver-
sity rule is created: A U.S. district court may
not hear any case in which a ‘‘substantial ma-
jority’’ of plaintiffs and the ‘‘primary’’ defend-
ants are citizens of the same state; and in
which the claims asserted are governed ‘‘pri-
marily’’ by the laws of that same state. In
other words, only state courts may hear such
cases.

Third, the choice-of-law section will be
stricken. It confers too much discretionary au-

thority on a federal judge to select the relevant
law that will apply in a given case.

In sum, Mr. Speaker, this legislation speaks
to process, fairness, and judicial efficiency. It
will not interfere with jury verdicts or com-
pensation rates for litigators. I therefore urge
my colleagues to join me in a bipartisan effort
to support the Multidistrict, Multiparty,
Multiforum Jurisdiction Act of 2001.
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Mr. CASTLE. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to in-
troduce the ‘‘Child Support Fairness and Fed-
eral Tax Refund Interception Act of 2001.’’
This legislation expands the eligibility of one of
our most effective means of enforcing child
support orders—intercepting the Federal tax
refunds of parents delinquent in paying their
court-ordered financial support for their chil-
dren. Under current law, the Federal tax re-
fund offset program operated by the Internal
Revenue Service (IRS) is limited to cases
where the child is either a minor or a disabled
adult.

It goes without saying that a parent who
brings a child into this world is responsible for
providing for that child’s physical needs re-
gardless of any conflict with the child’s custo-
dial parent. In July 1999, I received a letter
from Lisa McCave of Wilmington, Delaware.
She wanted to know where the justice was in
the IRS allowing her husband to collect a
$2,426 tax refund when he still owed her near-
ly $7,000 in back child support just because
her son is no longer a minor and is not dis-
abled.

Since her son was three, Ms. McCave has
had to work two jobs to make up for child sup-
port installments that were never paid. She
has spent the better part of her time away
from work tracking down her former husband,
who has often quit his job as soon as his
wages were garnished to repay this debt.
Now, she is trying to pay off $55,000 in parent
loans she incurred to send her son to college.
Mr. Speaker, we all know the answer to Lisa
McCave’s question. Under the current law,
there is no justice in limiting the eligibility for
this tax intercept program to minors and dis-
abled adults.

The good news is that we can correct this
injustice. Improving our child support enforce-
ment programs in neither a Republican nor a
Democrat issue—it is an issue that should
concern all of us. According to recent govern-
ment statistics, there are approximately 12 mil-
lion active cases where a child support order
requires a noncustodial parent to contribute to-
wards the support of his/her child. Of the $22
billion owed pursuant to these orders in 1999,
only half have been paid. I am confident we
can all agree to fix this injustice in our Federal
tax refund offset program and help some of
our most needy constituents receive the finan-
cial relief they are owed.

I would like to clarify for everyone’s benefit
that this legislation does not create a cause of
action for a custodial parent to seek additional
child support. The existing program merely
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